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II. Remarks 

In response to the Office Action mailed May 20, 2005 khdly enter the 
foregoing amendment and consider the following remarks. Pursuant to 37 CFR 
§1.112, Applicants request reconsideration of each and every ground of rejection set 
forth in the Office Action. 

The Office Action and the references cited therein have been carefolly 
considered. In this Amendment, claims 9 and 18-20 have been amended, thus 
claims 1, 3-6, 8-9 and 18-20 are pending and are at issue herein. In view of these 
amendments and the following remarks, favorable reconsideration of this application 
is requested. 

CLAIM REJECTIONS UNDER 35 USC 6112 

Claims 9 and 18-20 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112, second paragraph 
as being indefinite. Claim 9 has been amended to recite that the fourti layer forms a 
substrate that may be attached to the vehicle, as suggested by the Examiner's 
question. Favorable consideration is respectfully requested. 

Claims 18-20 have been amended to recite The trim pamsl of claim 1". 
Favorable consideration is respectfully requested. 

CLAIM REJECTIONS UNDER 35 USC S103 

Claims 1, 3-5, 9 and 18-20 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over the Sandoe reference (U.S. Publication No. 2001/0036788) in 
view of the Namura reference (U.S. Pat. No. 5,965,251 ), 

The Applicants assert the Sandoe reference does not disclone a first layer 

bonded to the second layer via a chemical bond formed between the polypropylene 

fibers of the respective layers. The Examiner has relied on paragraph 0036 of the 

Sandoe reference which states "the headliner 10 is preferably manufactured by 

simultaneously thermoforming the core layer 12, stiffening layers 14 and 16, and the 

decorative fabric covering 18 and web adhesive layers 20, 22 r used.- The 
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Applicants respectfully assert that this statement in the Sandoe reference Is 
insufficient to disclose forming a bond between as will be explained more fully below. 

Paragraph 0038 of the Sandoe reference, which follows and modifies 
paragraph 0036, specifically states that "if the decorative fabric covering 18 is used, 
it can be molded to a previously formed substrate of the core layer 12 and stiffening 
layers 14 and 16 as a secondary step." This indicates that the fabric covering 18 is 
not intended to be simultaneously formed, and at best the Sandos reference is 
contradictory and non-enabling. Further, even if the decorative; layer 18 is 
simultaneously thermoformed, there is no indication that a bond is in any way formed 
directly between the fibers of the fabric covering 18 and the fibers of the second 
stiffening layer 16. 

in fact, such a structure is taught awav from in the Sandoe reference so that 
certain sound absorption qualities can be obtained. Paragraph 0027 of the Sandoe 
reference notes that the binder materials preferably includes binder fibers with a 
lower melting point fiber component. In paragraph 0029, the reference states that 
the low melting point material will soften and bond with other fibers in the core layer 
to bond the core layer fibers at their crossover points, leaving open the interstitial 
spaces between the fibers, permitting the sound waves to pass int? the core for 
absorption. 

Further, the Sandoe reference teaches that these low melting point binder 
fibers should be used in order to provide the bond between fibers, while the 
component fibers should be left largely intact (paragraph 0037 describes cold molds 
or thermal regulation to only set the binder materials) in order to inciease the total 
fiber surface area that is exposed through interstitial spaces to provide better sound 
absorbing characteristics (see paragraphs 0061-0062). Therefore, even assuming 
the decorative fabric layer 18 of Sandoe could be polypropylene, the described 
thermoforming process would be insufficient to create the claimed polypropylene 
fiber bond. Unlike Sandoe, claim 1 of the present invention recites forming a bond 
between the polypropylene fibers of the first and second layers. 

Moving to the combination with Namura, the Examiner cannot s mply pick and 
choose the features of Namura that suit the Examinees purpose and ignore those 
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that don't. The Applicants refer the Examiner's attention to MPEP §2141.03, which 
states that "a prior art reference must be considered in its entirety , I e., as a whole 
including portions that would lead away from the claimed invention/ 1 The Examiner 
did not disagree with the Applicants assertion in the prior response th at the Namura 
reference only discloses decorative layers which are attached to the underlying 
layers through adhesives, as fully described in column 13 of the Namura reference. 
However, the Examiner notes that "the Examiner used the Namura reference to 
demonstrate what decorative materials are known in the art and not lo indicate how 
the decorative material should be attached to the panel." The Applicaits respectfully 
submit that such an analysis is improper. 

Considering both references as a whole , the Namura reference teaches that 
resin films of polypropylene should be attached to the underlying layers through an 
adhesive in a second step to preserve the underlying structure. Likewise, the 
Sandoe reference states that when a decorative fabric covering 18 is used, it should 
be molded to a previously formed substrate as a secondary step. Sandoe also 
refers to using cold molds or other techniques to only set the binder materials, and 
this applies to the decorative fabric layer 18 as well. Accordingly, the combined 
teachings as a whole suggest attaching the decorative layer as a secondary step 
through the use of adhesives. 

Accordingly, even assuming the Sandoe reference is properly modified by the 
Namura reference to include a second layer having polypropylene, neither reference 
discloses heating that layer to a sufficient degree to form a bond between the 
polypropylene fibers. Rather, the combination of references, considered as a whole, 
suggests using adhesives in a manner that will not alter the underlying layer or its 
characteristics. 

Finally, the Applicants respectfully re-assert, with additional reasons below, 
that the Sandoe reference does not teach a second layer formed of a second 
material comprising a natural fiber composite having natural fibers mixed with 
polypropylene fibers. The Examiner states in paragraph 10 of the Of ice Action that 
"Sandoe teaches that the core layer can comprise a blend including natural fibers 
and binder fibers" (citing page 2, paragraph 0027 and 0028). The Applicants have 
thoroughly reviewed the Sandoe reference for every use of the word "blend." The 
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Sandoe reference refers to a blend of fibers having different deniors (paragraph 
0027). The Sandoe reference also notes that the binder fibers can be a blend of 
high and low melting point thermoplastic fibers (last sentence of paragraph 0027). 
However, the Sandoe reference does not use the word blend in the context of 
synthetic and natural fibers. Specifically, the Sandoe reference states "the fibers in 
the core layer can be a variety of synthetic and natural fiber and are preferably 
thermoplastic fibers, including polyester, polypropylene, nylon ani copolymeric 
bicomponent fiber of polyester." 

The Sandoe reference does not state that the synthetic and natjral fibers may 
be blended together. Moreover, all of the samples provided in the Sandoe reference 
from paragraphs 0040 to paragraph 0057 disclose blends of fibere having different 
deniers. All of the sample fibers are entirely synthetic. As is known in the art, a 
natural fiber composite having natural fibers mixed with polypropylene fibers is a 
material quite distinct from entirely synthetic fibers or entirely natural fibers. For 
these reasons, the Applicants maintain that the Sandoe reference do^s not teach a 
second layer formed of a second material comprising a natural fiaer composite 
having natural fibers mixed with polypropylene fibers. 

The Applicants also reiterate their previous remarks that, and as noted in 
MPEP §2143.01, the mere fact that references can be combined or modified is not 
sufficient to establish prima fade obviousness, and there must Ire an explicit 
suggestion or motivation to do so. Simply because the Sandoe reference refers to 
conventional fabric decorative layers does not mean that a person of ordinary skill in 
the art would need to refer to the Namura reference. Accordingly, motivation for the 
proposed combination is lacking. 

For all of these reasons, neither the Sandoe reference nor the combination of 

the Sandoe reference with the Namura reference teaches a vehicle trin panel having 

a first layer bonded to the a second layer through a chemical bond formed between 

polypropylene fibers of the respective layers. In order to form a chemical bond 

between the polypropylene fibers of the first and second layers cf the Sandoe 

reference, the second layer would have to be heated to a degree which would 

destroy the sound absorption qualities of the trim panel, which is the primary purpose 

of the Sandoe reference. It is noted in MPEP §2143.01, the proposed modification 
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cannot render the prior art unsatisfactory for its intended purpose . 

For all these reasons, favorable reconsideration of independent claim 1, as 
well as its dependent claims, is respectfully requested. 

Claim 6 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
the Sandoe and Namura references, and further in view of the Aebissher reference 
(6,213,557). Claim 8 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. §102 (a) as being 
unpatentable over the Sandoe and Namura references, and further in view of the 
Spengler reference (5709,925). 

As claims 6 and 8 depend from independent claim 1, the rejection of these 
claims is traversed for all the reasons given above with regard to claim 1 and the 
combination of the Sandoe and Namura references. Favorable reconsideration is 
respectfully requested. 



In view of the preceding amendments and remarks, the Applicants 
respectfully submit that the specification is in order and that all of the daims are now 
in condition for allowance. If the Examiner believes that personal contact would be 
advantageous to the disposition of this case, the Applicants respectfully request that 
the Examiner contact the Attorney of the Applicants at the earliest convenience of 
the Examiner. 

Applicants have calculated no fees to be presently due in connection with the 
filing of this Paper. However, Applicants have authorized charging of any fee 
deficiency to the deposit account of Applicant's assignee, Visteon Global 
Technologies, Inc., as indicated in the Transmittal accompanying this Statement. 



CONCLUSION 





Michael N. Spink (Reg(/lo. 1 
Attorney/Agent for Applicant 
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